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"railroad charge!
Haw Certain 0:1 Dealers W:re "Squeezed"

Out of Business.

DI a RE L10 T WITN E S S E S.

Messrs. Archibald, Square, Frail and Bosiwick Faii lo
Ful in an Appearance.

The Legislative Committor appointed to investigatethOgptUroud management in thin Statu continued
its xeaMona yesterday morning iu the rooms ot the
Chamb&r of Commerce, No. lid William street. All
the members ot the committee and counsel were

present, as usual, and the inquiry proceeded withoutdelav. Much of the around itouo over on previous
days wan l-esurvoyod, relating to tho crushing out

of "rival retitiers by the Standunl Oil Company and
the excessive freight rates charged by the railroads.
This concludes, with a few minor exceptions, the

testimony in regard to the surface railroads. Todaytho management of tho "L" roads will be inquiredinto, uud interesting developments are expectad.
"WHliRE IGNORANCE IS J1LIKS."

Houry 11. ltogcrs, of tho tlrm of Charles Tratt &

Co., oil reliuors, was ;he first witness called, lie
could not say whether the iirw shipped under the

Standard Oil Company's rates.

Q. Are you a member of tho Standard Oil Company? A. 1 think that is a private matter.

Q. 1)0 you ship oil under the .Stundard Oil Company'sarrangement? A. 1 don't know.

Q. l)o you have any contract with the railroads
for shipping oil? A. 1 don't know.

Q. What rate do you pay? A. 1 don't kuow.

Q. What is the capital of the Standard Oil Corapan)? A. Formerly, 100,000. X hoard that it had
been increased.

y. Are you a stockholder in that company? A. I
would like to consult counsel.
Counsel was ready, and uuvised witness to answer.

Bo replied, hesitatingly:."Well, sir, I am."
liy Chairman Hepburu.Wus nyt youriirm taken

into the Htaudurd Oil Company ? A. We were in harmonywith the btaudard Oil Company, uud have been
so for a number of years. Ninuty per cent of the rotitiersare iu harmony with the Standard Oil CornDiny.
By Mr. Sterne.When you speak of harmony what

do you luuan? A. Well, X luean they Jivo happily together;tor instance, I am in harmony with my
wife.
Q. Yes, you aro married to her, and have a contract

. with her. (Laughter.) Do you mean that the peoplewho are in harmony with the Standard Companyaro married to the Standard or live in freedom?A. Not necessarily, as long as they arc happy.
(Laughter.) 1 mean by harmony that you and I go
to Wall street and buy Brio at bU and agree to sell it
at 11. That Is harmony.
By Mr. Sterne.You mean that you geu'lemon

agreed with tho Standard Oil Company on the rate
at which you wore to buy and sell? A. Without
going further iuto detail I will say that our relations
are very ploasaut.
The witness to Mr. Sterne.Is it an abuse to bo in

harmony?
Mr. Sterne.Well, thoro aro some kinds of harmony

that the law considers conspiracy.
The chairman stated that tho committee desired to

tuow whether the Arm of Charles Pratt & Co., that
lid not belong to tho Standard Oil Company proper,
lad an arrangement with them by contract. Mr.
Sogers promised to furnish tho desirod information,
and was excused from turther attendance.
John F. Mills, representing tho iron foundry of

tboudrolh Brothers at I'ort Chester, next testified
in relation to the freight charges of the New York
and Now Haven Railroad. The roud, ho t-aid, charged
a higher rute tor freighting their goods from l'ort

^Chester to Boston thau they charged Now York merchantsto lioslou; the regular rato from Now York
to Boston on plumbers' castings was ton coats per
hundred pounds; Abondroth Brothers, although
twenty-eight miles nouror Boston, woro charged sixteencents; they found it choapcr to send their goods
to pier 50 North ltiver, and have them billed from
there to Boston without breaking bulk, thau to soud
them direct to Boston; on stove castings from Now
York tiio regular rate was fifteen cents; the firm
were charged twenty-five; by way of New York they
could send them for twenty-oue cents, saviug a

:ur; the oompauy afterward reduced their rate to
fourteen cents for plumbers' castings und lnuetoeu
rents for stove castings, making the expense about
the same as it scut by way ot New York; this was
stid per car higher than the rates from New
Yorn direct; the firm loaded the cars themselves.

ANOTHKU VICTIM.
(Jharlos L. Morenotise, au oil refiner, said that ho

formerly had a prosperous business netting $21,000
profit yearly; in lfifi he first began to experience
uiificuliy In getting Inderal and in sending it to
market; he caiue in contact with parties who were
getting lower rates of freight than ho could e t;
I lie diiferenou was as To or T5 cents against $1.50 or
j2.00 o barrel; Mr. J. 1). Kockefeller built a refinery
ot small capacity in 1^67 tor toe production of burningoil; from tills a tarry residuum was left, and
witness conceived the idea ot using this mater.»1 us
a lubricator; atterwurd, ltockeloiler's rofinery becamettt*- tstandurtr Uil Company, und gradually
absorbed the twenty or twenty-five other refineries
ut Cleveland; there is only ouo there now; the others
were dismantled or destroyed; In Pennsylvania the
same thing occurred, meeting, however, with more

opposition; the process went on so that there were
hardly any lett; at l'ittsburg there were fi teen or

twenty refineries; all of which had been purchased by
tile Standard Oil Company; some of them woio
abandoned and others were run in tlis interests of
the compauy: iu New York the same absorption
took place. When witness built liia refinery lie did
so w.tli Hi i'Yiir.'HM iiiolerstMii.liiiLf from dir. It... ke.
leil> r that hi? (witncHH) should have tlio residuum
from his factory to work; ho watt to huve twenty'llvobands u day, but it wa» soon reduced to twn ivo
burrola. "I know what that inoaut," continued tho
witness, "that lueuut, 'wo eqtteczo you out to buy
your work*;' tiny have yot tlx- works now. and I
have nothing." the works, which cost hiin fll.llOU,
wore Hold tor $15,ikn.' to the Standard Oil Company;
tliat company was making uiouoy out ot la* ruiu.

11y Mr. St"ruo.Wiiy did you not convert your
lubricating works into regular refining worka? A.
1 nrglit u* well liuve not powder- fn there and put
matchoH to it and blow n it up.
Mr. .Morehouse h«iJ that the flrsi agreement with

Rockefeller for the reHiduuni of tils refinery was at
an cent* a barrel, and it was gradually rained to
twelve and a hull cents.
0. Why did you not refuse to Roll out to the Standard?A. Tho choice was, "You uiuhI either sell >>ut

or bo aqueele 1 out," an 1 I thought I would die a
uatural death; I tlunk that 1 aiu wiped out and made
i poor mau by their operations in not letting ino
have material tliat 1 won willing to pay lor; it ix tiie

l general lceling of every man who Iris no Id to tho
Standard till Company tliat ho wan crushed out.
Witness further muted that ltockolollor got hia

empty barrel* to New York iroo ot charge; in each
alil]iiuetit of lo ded barrels of oil tharu was room
enough in tii .ra to place a second tier ot umpty
ones; the car could not carry wo tiers ot lull ouch;
the empty barrels were carried iren.

A ntmitKNt UUIkVANCK.
John Wllmarth, an aged re si lent of New ItochalJo,

was tho next witues*. lie cuum voiuutarily to ten-
tny with reiercncc t.> a jjrtc vaneo concerning tlio
railroad depot mt New Kocliclhi; there was iio platformon tlic side opposite the station. and passengersgoing cuat were obliged to iii'l between tlio
tracks: tlio bridge near t »»«-i..Mad an ..pen ill. In it
tbut let the rain uud muddow 11 on tlm he,em of those
passing underneath; It was the vilest ucpot ho had
everavaildevrrsl other country gentlemen offered to testily
ou the Htihjeet, Lint .Mr. Sterne said Uu thought they
had enough on that point.
A telegram vru read from Air. Charles i'ratt statingthat he win unable to attend. The chairman

said ho eotild not be excused. A recess was tben
taken.
Abiol Wood, un oil commission nicrelmnt, formerlyu refiner, took the stand wliun the eonitillttee

reassembled, anil testified that abouk the year IMi
lio began to f. el tilt s un, thing »;;< nt wmk xvlih-lt
was iJisturbing his business very ranch; his customersin New York were gradually being taken
away from him by being supplied at cheaper rates
than ho could supply them; chief aiuong tlio partieswho took away his customer were the firm of
Jlustwlck A Tlltord mid the Standard Oil Company;this process eventually resulted lu the destructionof the oil Com mission business.

Q. Do you attribute tho (instruction of the coinmisaloubusiness wholly to the iruiglit rates? A.
Wholly.

Tlie names of John 1). Archibald, P. 1). Square,
Charles Pratt and J. Dost wick, who had been sumnionetlto Btipear und wli se names lmei been cnilod
owt several times before by tlio chairman, wars

again called. None ol thorn answering Air. Hepburn
aid:.-"It ia very evldort that these witnesses do
uot Intend to tipped', i hey have been pel-, tiailjr
tei vod, but none have appeared except .Mi. ilnstwick,
w Iio objected to being < .mined without counsel.
Tue uoiuuiittcv use used him uuUl twelve o'clock to-

!NTEW YORK I
day, nt which time he aald ho would be here. We
«re not disposed to a.t horu idle, waitiug for wit1ucasea whoee duty it in to be here. There ia but otto
other course to purauo. Wo have uot power to ooni!pel by attachment the atteudauca Of witnesses. We
have to report these gentlemen to tbo bar of the
Legislature, where they cau oiler their excuses if
they have auy. Tile committee atauda adjourned
until ten o'clock to-iuorrow, at which time the investigationof the elevated roada of thta city will be
entered into." t

iUSllOL' O'HAliA AND FAT1IHU "STACK.
THE KOl'ltEME COOBT OF PENNliYLYANIA DISMISSESTHE APPEAL OF THE lllBHOP AND

CONFIBMS THE DECUKE OF THE LYCOMING

j COOIIT OF COMMON PLEiS.
PHILADELPHIA, Oct. 11, 1H79.

Tbo celebrated lawsuit butwuuu the liight ltov.
William O'Hura, Bishop of beranton, uud the liov.
1'. M. Stack, pastor of the Church of the AuuuueiaItion, Williaiusport, baa been concluded by the fol|
lowing dec ision of tlio Supreme Court, dismissing
the appeal of the Jiisbop:.
In the Supreme Court of PeunHylvauia..In tbo
nppeul ol the lit. ilov. wunuui u ultra, jsisnop or
the lhoceso of Suraiituu, trom thu doe tee of the
Court of Coiniuou Mean of Lycoming County, iu
the suit of l!ev. M. P. Stack vs. fit. dev. William
O'Uira..lu Equity..Opinion of the Supremo
Court.Delivered by Justice llcrcur, October ti,
1S7D.
This bill was tiled by the pastor and eight member"of the cougregutiou and pew holders of the

Church of the Annunciation, iu Williamaport. It
prayed, substantially, that tho ltishup bo restrained
by injunotiou lrom removing or attempting to removetho appellee, as pastor of said church, and
also agaiust prohibiting him from exercising
priestly tuuotions in Williamaport; and lurthor
asked that lie be restored to hia rights and
emoluments as they had previously existed and
been enjoyed l>y him. Upou his own petition,
and by leave of the Court, all thu complainants
except tho uppellee withdrew betore tins wor was tiled.
When the learned Judge came to enter a ueoreo he
found the relations and attachments of the congregationtoward the appellee hud so chuugod, and tho
wise and prudent conduct of its present pastor had
so secured its eonhdonce and regard, that he thought
it unwise to disturb the existiug relations. He thereforerefused restoration. He decreed that tho removalof the appellee, as pastor of the church, and
a .so tho prohibition and disfranchisements forbiddinglinn to oxetcisu any priestly functions in Williamsport,were uulawtul. Yet, tu a spirit of conciliationand compromise, he restricted the liability of
tho Bishop to pay costs, so far as to exempt biui from
the payment of any bill of tho .appellee. From that
decree, thus imi>osiiig u part ol thu costs ou him,
the Bishop has taken this appeal. Thu practical quositiou before us is so narrow that we deem it uuInecessary to discuss thu numerous matters involvediu the bill and answer. The single question
which we will consider is whether thu appellant has
just ground to complain of tho decree. The rules
and discipline ot the Church, thu cuubc of religion
and thu good order of society justly autliorizo a

Bishop to remove u priest from his charge for cause,
and to transfer liiin from one parish to another as
ho may deem proper. In this case the appellee was
not transferred to another parish. Whether withoutaii v sneciito accusation against a pastor
and without giving him any opportunity
tor hearing or trial, tlio bishop cau remove
him rroiu bin charge without assigning him to
any other, and prohibit him troni exorcisingall priestly functions, present grave questions.
The appellee is a regularly ordaiued priest ol the
Rowan Catholic Church. In lMUti ho was duly appointedby the bishop of the diocese to the charge
of this congregation ot nou-Uerinan Catholics, lie
continued its pastor until the 5th ot November,
1871. J'y letter ol that dato bishop O'llara, the
appellant, wrote to the appellee, Haying; "Rov.8ir:~
Your administration of the affairs connected with
the Church of the Annunciation has been such that 1
feel myself compelled to remove you and leave the
church vacant. Aud 1 now torbid you to exercise
any priestly [miction in Wiiliaiusport, ovou to say
mass. This prohibition binds sub gravi. You luuy
call on uio at Scrauton and 1 will lutorin you of my
further intention in your regard."

l'ATUEH STACK UNCKUEMONIOCHLY SUUT OCT.
On the same day the bishop also wrote to the Rev,

J. Keeper, pastor ot tne Church of St. bonHscliis, in
WiUumsport, informing him that the Sheriff had an
execution against the Charch of the Annunciation,
so that it mus liable to be sold, and euclosud him
money to pay tlio execution. He further proceeded
to say, "You will also take charge of all things connectedwith that church, such as vestments, furniture,books, »tc., and keep them under your custody.They can remain in the house and church,
but you will keep the key. You may baptize aud
attend the sick, but nothing else, 1 am much pained
to adopt this severe course, but the state of tliiugs
in that congregation is such that I would consider
myself wanting in duty to allow it to contiuue any
longer." lu pursuance ot this direction Mr. ICoeper
took possessl u of the registers of baptism and of
marriage and a scored veHsol of the church, aud
also of the set of keys that were in the possession of
the sexton, but not of the sot of keys lu the possesIwion of the appellee. Afterward the latter opened
thf> cuurcll, udJro-so i the congregation and stutod
liis purpose to contest the legality uf the bishop's
action. About one week thereutter he ffled this bill,
The letter of November 5 complains in general
t.Tins ol' his administration of aff airs connected with
tlio church, hut charges no specillu act, either of
omission or of commission, showing in what pinticutarit was not satisfactory. He is not informed
whether the complaint refers to spiritual or to temporalaffairs. It gives no iuUrmatiou sufficient to unable
unit in answer 1111 i reiuic inu couipiuiui. it ueituur

gives nor indicates any intention of giving liiin permiasionto inquire the re sons for hi* summary removal.At olio ami tin" same moment a vague charge
is 111:1.to, tlie edict issued anil the sentence pronounced.Tlic answer of the appullout avura no
specific cause for the removal uud the evidence fails
to disclose any. la pursuance of Uio bishop's permission10 call 011 hilu at bcranton, the nppulloe did
so. Tim uncontradicted testimony of the latter ih
regard to that interview is "I saw bishop O'ilara
in his residence on or about the tith of November,
1871; but lie neither made definite his charge, nor
gave any trial, nor revoked his letter, but wished
lue to resign my parish at Williumsport,
making vague promises and stating general conditionsof a better one if 1 would resign." It is a
maxim of fundamental law that uo man sliail bo
condemned without a hearing. A hearing assumes
notice of tlie specific ground of complaint and a
reasonable opportunity for answering it. In all
matters 01 faith and of doctrlue churches are left
to speak for themselves. When rights of property
are in question civil courts wtll inquire whether
tlie organic rules and forms of procedure prescribed
by the ecvlesiastteal bftdy have been followed (Nopp
ot al. vs. St. Mark's Lutheran Church, of butler,
Kerr's Appeal, cases not vet reported), and If followed.wnother they are in conflict with the law of
the land. Any rule or proceeding whereby u man's
property is swept away lroui blm without a bearing,
trial or judgment, or the opportunity for making
known his rights therein is not according to the
law of the land within the meaning of the uiuth sectionor the declaration of rights, brown vs. Hummel,:t barr, 8<J; McAuley's Appeal, 'J7 1'. F.
Sin.th, x>:.

KATIIK11 STACK'S CASK IT'HEU) BY TUB COUBT.
Had tlie upiielh 0 such a right o- property in the

revenues ot his church and in his proto-ston as to
authorise a court ot equity to inquire into the matterof his removal? lie had 110 specific salary. His
iiicomo was derived Iroiu rent of the pews. Sunday
co.lections, subscriptions and olleriugs. The ltoinau
Catholic Chuich makes the support ot ita pastors
01m ot tlie commandments of the Church. lis preceptrt quire* tlie members of tlio congregation to
contribute to tho support ot tbclr pastor. It is
lit!' liirc i VU WW 1* «iU »»l Ulllinnjuil VU UUJll

willingly wlitch lh commanded by Uod or Hm
Church. V. ulIn thu precise sum tho appellee might
receive could not he ascertained in advance, yet tho
Hittn of which ho was in tho actual receipt in ho

large that it .s not alleged to huvo been inadequate
to Jus proper support. A man's protcHHiou im Ins
property. Tho appellee was not only deprived of
Ins right of property as pastor of that
particular church, but bu was also prohibited from
exercising auj priestly functions as A means of supportelsewhere. The literal reading of the order
lorbado the exercise of such tunctions in Williams.port. Iiiusiuueh. however, us he had been assigned
to no other parish, thu offect was to closo the duors
ot every parish against him. The strong arm of the
Church* w as laid upon him. All means of support
were dollied him, and a stigma was east on his reputation.The *ulii/rari of tin: prohibition was a reminderthat his administration was of so grave a
character that any disobediouca to tlio order of prohibitenwould be u grievous sin. The harshness of
thu bishop's conduct was all designated in his letter
to Mr. Km per as "tills severe course." Tho act of
tiic ltith oi June, is .ill, and its supplement ol the
llih ot February, lHfif, expressly gives courts of
common pleas ot thu several couuties of the Cowluouwiultli the supervision and control of unincorporatedsocietti s or ussociutious. In grunting in,motions, not ouly acts contrary to law may lie
enjoined, but aiao those contrary to equity. Stockdalevs. Cilery, 1 Wright, Hfi. Thou without rov.iwing the conflicting opinions as to thu ecclesiasticalpower given to the Utahop to deny to a priest
thu i;xcre|*o of ail priestly luuctious, without assigningany cause, wu cannot i.ssent to tho doctrino
that thu pastor's right ot property may thus be
tricken down, and lie ho proliihiled from following

Ids profession, without accusation and opportunity
lor hearing and trial. If it Is not contrary to the
law s of thu Church, which we are nut prepared to
admit, It is contrary to the supreme law of tho laud.
Tlie appellant lias no Just euuso to eomphilu ot thodicrti. Decree alllruied and appeal dismissed at tho
costs of tho iippellant.

"WITHOUT A SHADOW OF TllUTII."
Mr. John Keller called at the Coroner's Office yesterdayand expressed his indignation at tho Imputationeast upon ills character by bis brother-in-law,

Louis Mchnntt, of No. 24(1 West Tlilrty-ilrst street.
Tlie latfer had reported to Deputy Coroner Miller
tho day previously that Mr. Kcllor'a wifo, who had
died suddenly March :tl, had In on foully dealt with
||y her husband. The Coroner's Inquest dlselosetl
tho fact Hint sue died from the effects of alcoholism,
Mr. Keller bears an honorable reputation, sud lie
ami Iuh wife lived happily together. Do claims thai
his brother-in-law Is uetuuteu by malice snd is at
l, Hinting blackmail. Coroner Woltmsn also declare!
that "the charge of fonl play is without a shadow ol

| UutL "
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FLORIDA CANALS.
Mr. Aspinwall oa the Proposed Transpeninsular

Tide Level Cat.

"MEN AND MONEY HEADY."

Governor Drew's Views.Ex-Governor Gleusoii
on the fiurge tanul Project.

Oeueral Lloyd Aspinwall was found in bis olfico
on South struct and asked whether a sbip canal was

iutoudud across Florida.
"It is, most emphatically,*' said the tieuoral, "and

I will soon be able to tull you sometbiuu definite
about it."

-mjih mil urn an jruu auuii auuuv i» iiu . uw;

say 111 Ht. Louis that you represent a French Cumpunythat is about to build tbo proposed ship cuuul,
that is to tloat a ship drawing twuuty-ilvu feet from
the Atlantic Oeouu to the Gulf of Mexico, revolutionhcoour commerce in certain respects, and ho on."
"Your information is correct; but the affair is indeiluitujust now."
"Have you the money to build such a grand cuuul

as is prouosed ?"
Yes."
"Who has it T"
"I have it.right hero.''
"And you are going to spond it right away ?"
"No. There is a coutinguucy. The fact is I cannotsay anything to you for about ten days. Then I

will toll you ull about it."
"Whose monuy is it.the Fronclimau's or the

American's? Wus it raised in l'aris or here?"
"lu both places. 1 have the money."
"What do you wunt troni Congress?"
"Nothing whatever."
"Why not? I was told by Captain Roa, of St.

Lonis, president of tho Mississippi Valley TransportationCompany.a l'rleud of your projoct. that it
iB absolutely necessary, because you are afraid the
Stuto of Florida charter will not sufficiently protect
you in reference to the question of national neutrality?"
"Now what has neutrality to do with us? Our

caual is to coniuiouuo and end in a single StateFlorida;and in American waters ntdther Internationalnor interstate affairs will couceru us. My idea
is that tho prime questions are.right to construct,
place and money to construct. We- have them all
except tho right; and allow mo to say that the
legislative and executive brunches of the State of
... , Mil l_
norma are 1U iuu accuru wim u», iurau in a questionat issue iliat will not be dctcriniued for somo

days, and, whilo I would like to tell you rnauy
things, I cannot do so till that question is determined."
"Well, you cunnot go ou for soma time, I presume,

because you await information ?"
"Exactly so; surveys have been made, the French

engineers havo mado others.cursory.and have
gone back to report. I cannot toll you what the reportis. 1 can hardly say that I fully know."
"What are the altitudes to overcome?"
"Our opponents say a hundred feet. I- say, upon

authority of the engineers, about eighty, liut the
money is ready, and wo are ready, to put a ship
canal across Florida."
"Where do you propose to cut?" »

"I really do not know; but in the most practicableplace. As a patriot and a business man I assure

you that we moan business for oursolves and the
American public, especially for the people of the
Mississippi Valley."

l'UK (JCKSTION OF CUTTING.
"How about cutting through ridges, highlands

and timber?"
"The furthor up Florida you get the nearer you

get to your object of connecting the Atlantic Ocean
with the Gulf, and the luore sailing distance around
and insurance and time you save, lint, of course,
the eugiuoeriug difficulties lucrease as you go from
the lowlands of lower Florida to the highlands of
hortheru Florida. Thu idea is u tide-water canal.
As for the timber we like it, because the roots of the
trees we cut away will tie and bind the batiks of thu
canal. We wouid rather have timber to out through.
Machinery does that as slickly as the spudueuts
through alluvial soil, uud leaves us lhusbig advantageof a wall, you might suy, made by tree
roots." .

lU'i.v ,1,,-r.n .............W.o «.,..lr V"

"Abk mo thut two weeks hence. In the meantime
go kmc Governor Drew, of Florida, who la at tho
Grand Central Hotel."

"Lio the Florida people want it?"
"Yon; all except a few interested partieB."
"Opposing progress?' Who opposes progress?"
"Naturally the railroada oppoae u canal. lleMidea

there are people who want a barge canal, and who
oppoae a ebip canal. They auy a barge canal can do
all tho buaiucbM."
"What la a burgn canal?"
"The aawe aa the Erie Canal. But It a ship canal

la built no burge canal will be needed. Hence tbla
oppoaitlon to ua."

INTKllVIIlW WITH dOVKUNOU llllKW.
The HfcUAhn reporter then vlaiied the Governor of

Florida at the Grand Central Hotel, aud the talk
again commenced, like thla:.
"What lucaiib th.s whip cuual project across Florida?

I have been General Aapiuwall."
"It uictnM a private enterprise. The facta are that

a French engineer was sent over here, They proposeto build a ship canal, and the people of Florida
waut it. The engineer went to Europe a few days
ago to report, lie went on tho last Williams A Gulou
steamer, aud I presume is there now. I have not
tho leant idea what be reported, but will aoon know.
1 am going aouth in tbu morning."
"They waut a ennrter from Florida, do thoy not?"
"Yes."
"And your Legislature meets "

"January, 18H1. lint tlicy are so anxious to go to
work tnst if the report is right and 1 believe the
money to do tho work will be forthcoming, 1 will
call un extra session <>f the Legislature. 1 will soon
know about that. 1 cannot say more now, except to
t Ik btatiatiCM. Tho parties, I flud, arc thoroughly
reliable and very wealthy, and moan, if thoy commence,to build the canal.''

T1IK IIAtlOIC CANAL Virw.
Accidentally afterward the Hkuald reporter encounteredex-Governor W. U. Gh asou, of Florida,who waa elected and served three years after the lm\puachiuent of Governor Heed. Governor Gleason is

president of the barge canal project. His coliverss'tion, freely given, was substantially this:.
"There are canals now for boats running from

Mobile to Now Orleans, through Mississippi Hound
aud Lake i'onteliurtraiu. We propobo to go from tho
Mlsbtsblppi Uiver, near New Orloaini--al>oiit six
miles above or below.through the lligolets to
Mississippi Hound, on the Ulllf; thence to Grunt's
1'asK (a place dredged out by a man named Grant),
the middle ground between Mobile Hay and Missis|sippi Sound; thence we propose to go to Mobile Hayaud 1'eiiMaoolu Hay. with no locks required from the
Mississippi Kiver to Fousscola Hay excepting one
near the river to guard against its risu and fall,
From Fenaacola Hav we proposo to go eastward to
St. Kosa Houiul, Cbortawbucln-c Hay and utilise Ht.
Andrew's Hay iu coniieetlon wltli the cuual.with no
look* required. Then wo prouosc to connect
Ht. Andrew's Ray with tlio Apalachlcolu Rtvor
to St. Mark's. Thence take the canal serosa tlio
OelllaundFeu Hollowuy rivers (which streams will
net ax feeders to thu cauul) to tlio Huwuuce Rivor.
Fi'oui this point you uotumcnco to rise over thn
poulnsula innt lntcracct thu Suwunoc at an olovatloti
of about alxty-scvon foot. Tlio canal will thon followthu Silwaueo to a point a little nliovo Suwanco
shoals mitl strike immediately across to tlio St.
Mary's River aud follow a branch of thu St. Mary'H
to below tlio lircut Rend. It will tbcu go acmes to
the Ht. John'* lttvor, striking tt at Trout Creek, a
little below Jacksonville, thus unliving the St.
John's River, as well is the inside passage to Forjnandiiia. which will requlro dredging on account of
oyator bars."

' TIIK hi.Nit Of COMMKItCK,
Oovcruor Oleasou contends that threo-fourtha of

the conimerco passing around thu Florida reefs
comes from thu Mississippi and thai four-fifths of It
couica down the Mississippi ltlver aud the country
along the (Juir east of it nud west of thu Florida
l'untnaula. That consequently almost the entire
commerce of the (lull ot Mexico could bo accommodatedby n atoaiubout barge canal. That the Mississippiltlver Is only nnvigablo for ateauiors and
barges ot six feet draught above thu mouth of tho
Ohio and as far as Memphis for \hose drawing eight
icet ot water. Reasoning troin this ho claims thai a
nine-fool steamboat bargn canal would accommodate
all that trade.

A DKTOUU.
In roply to tho question whether the ship canal

would not, witli water capacity to accommodate tlio
largest ships, get a grout deal of South American
trade, the ex-Cloveriior snid :.
."The water debouchment of a ship canal that

would he built there would be In four or five degrees
west longitude, taking tho meridian of Washington
as rero, while the proposed liinleu Canal will be in
about three degrees east longitude, aud a vessel satllugtroui Faiiam to Now York would have to run
out of Its course 1,0U0 miles to go through thu Florida
Ship Canal."
Tno cx-tlovornor says tho distance to bo saved

nrouud the rests would bo NOd miles by the bargO
i canal, while lbs ship canal would not save so much,
I because tlio snips Irom Now Orleans would Have to

go l'Jfi miles from New Orleans to the mouth of the
i Mississippi. That the ship canal folks must make

an oinluence cutting of luo feet deep tor luo inllea If
4 they make a tidewater oaual; that the United Hiatal
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government expended over $73,000 for surveys beforemaking ltu large exponditute for a lighthouse
system around the Florida reefs.

a HITUVEY in l'ilOOltESS.
General Gill more is now making a government surveyfrom St. Mary's ltiver to the Uulf of Mexico to

test the feasibility and practicability of cauals. The
great question has liceu wbetber there was enough
water to feed tlio upper level unless tiie Okotiuokee
Swamp can be utilized, aud General Gillwore is uow
testing that question.

rag bone or contention.
The fact as between these Florida Canal people is

that if they have a ship uuuai tliov will not got a

barge canal, aud the barge cuual folks aud the railroadfolks oppose a special chartet to tho ship canal
folks. There is a general incorporation law in Floridawhereby any responsible company of men can
secure a chat-tor for a public purpose, but tile ship
canal folks want an exclusive privilege before tliev
will sturt work, aud, of course, that would render
the barge canal, behind which is a chartered uonipmy organized under the general Incorporation 1 w
of tUe State, a useless and aimless institution, liut,
as both are private projects, asking neither goveru"o"siuift aid t tin iniblic will no doubt reioica
ill tlio uuccesa of cltucr or both.

COLLISION ON THE RIVER.

A FEBBXBOAT CRASHES INTO A TUCI NEAR THE

BATTERY.PANIC AMOXll THE* MALE PASSENGERSAND COU liAGKOU8 CONDUCE) OF TUB

I.ADI EE.
Tho South ferryboat Columbia, when slio left liar

alip on tho lirooklyii Hide at ten o'clock yesterday
morning, had about throe hundred passengers, a

great portiou of whom were ladies, seated Iu the
ladies' cabin.* She made the usual time across the
river. As she approached the Blip on the
New York Ride the pilot, Alouzo Smith,
descried the tugboat Edgar Baxter coming
up stream with a bark iu tow. Both the
ferryboat and tho tugboat blow wbistlos of warning;
but, notwithstanding tuis fact, which was testified
to by tho pilots of both vossula, the ferryboat ran

into the tug, carried away ull tho joinery work and
smashed tile steampipo. The noise of the escaping
steam, cowbin d with tbo shock of tbo collision
itself, created the utmost panic on board the Columbia.Tbo ladies Hcroaiuod and tbo men made a gon-
oral rush for tbo lite preservers. Those articles, whicli
have lain for many years untouched aud enshrined
in voluminous tolds of sailcloth near tbo catlings
of the cabins, wore torn down by the oxcited crowd.
In a very fow minutes nearly every man on board
had in his possession ouo or two "life prosurvors."
A few gentlemen on board, somewhat cooler than the
rest of tho crowd, went iuto the ladles' cabin aud oudcavorodto the best of their ability to quiet the apprehensionsof its occupants. To th« credit of tho
ladios it must be said that they showed more presenceof mind than the mujority of the men on board.
Wlieu assured that thcro was no danger they sank
quietly into their seats and uwuited developments,
they did not rusli to secure life preservers, nor did
any of them attempt to jump overboard, as did two
men on board the tugboat. After the collision all
the passengers wore lauded in safety. The ferryboat
Columbia made one more trip and waa then scut to
the repair duck.

WHO IS TO BLAMK?
As to tbu responsibility for the collision tho statementsof Alouxo .Smith and Cnarles Gates, pilots of

tlie ferryboat Columbia and tugboat Edgar Baiter,
differ materially. Mr. Smith says that his boat was

just about two liuudred feet from the slip when l;s
saw the tugboat Baxter with a bark in tow coming
around the llattery. He blow one whistle, which
wus a t-igual for tho tugbont that tho Columbia
would keep on her course. This was responded to
by the tugboat, which blew two whistles, and those
signals were repeated. At last he blew three
whistles, tho signal of Immediate dan-
gor, and wont crashing into tho tugboat,
winch was his only salvation, for if he had
done otherwise both the tugboat aud the bark would
have crushed iuto the side of his vessel. As It was,
the bark curried away the off rail on the port side of
the Columbia and the water pipe. Pilot Smith is
satisfied that had it uot been for the obstinacy of the
pilot of the tugboat the collision would have been
avoided. Superintended Finnan, of the South ferry
branch of thcUuicu Perry Company, also states that
there Is continuous trouble between the tugboats
plying to aud fro ou tno East ttiver and the ferryboats.The tugboats, ho says, are obliged by law to
keep out iu the stream; but, instead of doing so, as a

general rule they hug the shore, as was tho case
yesterday, aud hence the oollisiou.

T1UC OXHSB KibK.
Mr. Charles dates, pilot of tho tug, states that bo

was crowded into tho shore by a number or other
tows, and that when he hrst came In sight ot tho
Columbia she was putting into her slip aud there
were three schooners betweeu the two boats. Mr.
dates claims to have blown tho first warning (t* o
whistles), which was answered by tbeColumbiu, and
that the Columbia's pilot, instead of changing her
course, kept on. "It I had done otherwise than I
did," said Mr. dates, "tho tugboat would have gone
plump iuto the whcellicuse of the Columbia, and
there might have been any* number of lives lost iu
consequence. I was thinking of that, and also of tho
safety of the bark 1 hud in tow, when I allowed the
Columbiu to run iuto me."
Both pilots uro positive iu their statements as to

their own freedom lroin blamo in the matter, but a
passenger wlio was on board tho Columbia, and
claims to have had a great deal of experience in
river sailing, said to thu reporter yesterday ufter

noon,"Tho accident this morning Was due to pighcudednesson thu part of both pilots. This fight
between tho tugboat and tho ferryboat pilots has
been going, on tor some timo, and for tho sake of
tuu public it ought to be suppressed. lho tugboat
pilots will not take the 10 id die of tho stream, as they
are required to do by law, but ltiHiat on hugglug tho
shore, and give much annoyance to the ferryboats.
It is a matter that ought to be inquired into, as it
interests every person travelling on tho llrooklyn
ferries."

REAL ESTATE.

The following sales took place yesterday at tho
Merchants' Exchange:.

UY RICHARD V. If A KN KIT.
Foreclosure sale.H. t!. Chrtwood, referee.Of four
story brick dwelling and'flvo.story brick tenement,
witli lut J5xir>3.5x25.2x133.2, No. Hit llliryslle
st., w. s.. IH4.11 ft. u. of Uelaiicoy, to plaintiff $19,100

Also similar sale.B. E. McOaffsrtjr, rofereo.Of tlio
two story fritiuu dwelling, with lot 46X98.V, No.
14M West UOlli St., s. s.. 08 It. o. ot 7th av., to
plaintiff 8,0(10

Also similar sale.Dwelling, with lot 23x08.0. on
West 301 h St., s. s., 167 ft. o. of 7th av., to plaintiff5,100

Aluo similar sale.J. 8. Potter, reloroe.Of tho
three story flame dwelling nml four story brielc
building, with lot 2bx)l»j.4, No. 412 West 46th
si . s. a. 200 ft. w. of Otli av., to plaintiff 5.700

iiv John t. norn.
Foreclosure sale.John W. hearing, referee.Of the
four story bflek tenoiuent, with lot 25x11*1, No.
123 Lewis st., w. s., s. of Houston St., to plaintiff. 4.200

Also the two-story traiuo building, with lot 25. IX
11W, No. J,U72 2d av.. 0. s., 7.».4 ft. e. of l(/7th st.,
to Smith Kly 2.250

Alno frame homo uiid 3 lots, together in uir.e 76x
H,V2x7Hx72.4, on Ttcbout av., n e. corner of
Clarke hi., Pordhain, to plaintiff 000

BY u. li. LUl>LOW * CO.
Public auction flnlo of three story and basement
brown Minus lions*. with lot Iftxtr.i.l 1, No. 14'J
Ki(»t 12Hth nt.. u. s., between Lexington uud 3d
HV., to John Scauuell 6.100

Aluo executor's sale, houn© (lour story brown stone
front) No. 1 hunt 4otb st.. t>. a. 102 ft. w. of .Mail*
im<»ii iiv., with lotlM0xD8.lt. to JoIiii O'Brien 54J>O0

AI m» the two two story brick stable* adjoining, iu tho
renr of tiiu above, on hunt 30lli st.. Iota each 2ox
0H.0, to JoUu O'Brien 4 J, GOO

OF1ICIAL U£.\L E8TA.TK TKANHFLliS.
The following is a sUtcnicat allowing tho real estatetransaction* recorded in tho lti-gi«tcr'* oilico October14. 187U;.

Broadway, e. §., 20.4 ft. s. of 37th St., 20.3x 100.0'j x
irregular; W P LHxon (referee) to Mutual idle insuranceCompany $24,000

1 .VIth *t., u. s., 330 ft. w. ui Coriiundt av., 50xli O;
\lasil... VI Sli.riuati In .luliu l» I..........

Madisvu av., w. -0.&,'r It >. of 1 £ 1 lit at , atixVU;
William II. Donclieo ami wifo to John il. lluit.haw2,000

4dtli it., u. a 27.7 II. w. ut >ili nv., 27x100.6; John
iSluitnu mid wifo to Kruncia 1*. Iiiruald 40,1X10

Hi oi'ino at., n. c. cm unr of Norfolk m., 60x78; Anna
L. Hlunl to William J. Hplnk Num.

Centre at.. No. lit*. 24.il.x7ft; Anna fj. Hlnnt to
\\ illiaiu J. H.vmiaNum.

titli av., n. o. corner of 127th at., 7ftx|0U; Mutual
Life I ii an ran to Company to Alva 8. Walker 2ft,000

Old Hnelon load, lota No». 1 unit 2 (24 th ward;;
Mary I. Tlfllany to Lyman Tiffany Num.

lJOtk hi., a a.. WI.SI It. o of 2d av., lii.HxHM; J. O.
liriian and wifu to Miala I. Enoa Num.

Olid at., il. a.. Hit. 11 ft. 0. of Hi av., MJl lxllkl.o ;
Michael U. Touey to Chitstopliur B. Keouli 27,0110

kanaka.
Mudlnon nr., a. o. corner uf 127th at.. William 11.
AeMU to .lolln II. Van Vallii; .1 yenra 1,4110

Hiooinu at., No. #07. John (icrkeu toMetx (lollacli 1
ft 1,820

Frankfort at., No. ill, Emma 1'arkliiaon to John
Kacliy; HJiyo .ra 780

ll'Jil at., Weal. Noa. 221 and 22il, Mariu L. Morgan to
Charlea Ledw itli; <»*a yenra .

MtIi av No. 178. It. H nliuiuian loxocutor; to North
111 vet .Havings Hank II yioira 2,000

Hkciiitintti Moutuauta.
Cuaper. Iaraol mid wifo. to J. T. W lllota, ot nl , exocntura.Ac., a. a. of TUiIi at., w. ol lat av. (4 lute)

4 uiortK"no i; yeura total $28,000
Ciirran, I'utcr and wife, to Ann Oolan n. *. of fttitli

at., w. of lid av.; 2 your* 8,000
Honolulu. .1 union unit wlie, to .IiiIIiih KuUool.ci u n.

e. corner of Loxlimlon av and Dial at.; il luoiitlte. 1,000
Unylng. Ira K., to Olive Uoyt, Naalo av., near Ellwoodat.; il year 3,000
llcrnoii, Jlridael. to A. Ilickiiieuii, et nl., truateee,
Ac. i U. a. ot 2fth at., 0. of 2d av.; It yoara 8,0<K)

Janiaa. Sarah L., to the Mutual Life Inaurauce Company,No. *17 Wvat otli at.; I year 0,000
K it ram an, F. and wifo, to laaluli Well and ntiotliur,

a. a of tllat at,, e. ol lid uv.; 7years 0,000
Lent, i'lillctui. to Nathaniel Jarvls, Jr.. a. a. of

Iilitd at 0. of Hill II*. ; it yoara 8,000
Nuilaoii, John, to William II. Crosby (trustee. Ac),

a. a. ot Houston at , w. of Clinton at.; 1 your 1,800
Hofornied llulch Church of llarluin In J. II.
Hiker (trustee. Ac.), w. e. uf »d »v. ot I2il at.;
ft i on 6,000

Hmlth, Catharine, to J. M. lirluga (executor, Ac),
Ii. w. of Kordham nv.; il yoara ftKJ

Tallinan J H. mid wifo, lo Sainuul U. Hoffman, n.
a. of :.8d at., w. of ftth av -. ft yoara 10,000

Tnonipauii. A ii it- o.. to Joint H HUgor, a. of l2Hth
at w. of 2d av.; ft rears .... 1,000

Walker, Alva 8.. to the Mutual Life InauraneeCompany,\ie corner of Ht It av. and Idotlt at.; 1 yonr. 18,000
Wiiaen, H and wile, to Eiiehe Peariall, n. f. ut OHtb

at., w. of lat av.; 2 tuuutlte 8J700

PLE SHEET.

TIIE COURTS.

Responsibility of Marshals in Charge of
Vessels in Libel Suits.

A LAWYER'S CONTINGENT FEE.

A Man-o'-Warsman's Escape
from Geological Pursuits.

Judge Choato, sitting in Admiralty yesterday, declareda very important decision, in tlio case of the
libel suit of David W. McLean agalust the schooner
Two Marys. This is a libel for supplies unit materialfurnished to a domestic ship, on which a lieu
was claimed in tho libel under the laws of this
State. Ou this motion a libel was issuod, returnable
February 11, 1H7'J. At the time the Marshal at
tuclied the schoouer an order for publication
of notice for all persons in iutercBt to appearand iutcrvoue was made, but ne publication
was made. The Marshal, at tho request of tho
libellaut, put no kooper on board, tliu vessel at the
time being hauled out or the waters undergoing
repairs. Subsequently an ordor was made directing
the Marshal to take tho vessel into his custody under
the original process and place a keeper in charge.
A few days thereafter a party uppcura.i as claimant,
uvorriug that at the time of the seizure he was in
possession of the sehooner repairing her, an I claiminga commou law lieu therefor to the amount of
$.5,000, giving a bond for that amount, on which au
order was luudc for the release of the vessel. Tho
Marshal, therefore, guv-< a notice to tho keeper
to discharge tin- vessel. Tho claimant presented tho
notice to tho keeper, but declined to give up the notire.The libellaut Proctor and one Crowley, who
cluiuiod to be master, wcro 011 board at tho time.
Tho question trom coullictlng testimony arises
whether a demand was made for tho delivory of tho
vessel by tho claimant. The Court, however, was
satisfied that the libellaut and Captain Crowley, as
well us tho keopcr, understood that ho was thoro fur
the purpose of takiug possossion of the schooner
upon the discharge of the atlaehment. The claimantHawkins in tho controversy that ensued was by
the procurement of the parties in charge.tho Marshaland the libetlaut.put under urreat uud
compelled to leavo the vessel. It appeared that tho
claimant rofused to exhibit his authority to roccive
the vessel to the libellaut, uud Captain Crowley
claimed to he In possession by tho discharge of tho
attachment. Although tho customary order for dischargingtho arrost of a vessel is simply that she is
released from custody, yot it is the duty of tho Court
ou tho dissolution of an attachment under its processto bo restored to tbo party wbo was in possessionat tbu time tbo oiheer of the Court took her into
custody. Tho process or tho Court in lis execution
and discharge must not be usod as tho mouns of
taking a vessel from one party and giving it to auothcr,without regard to whether she therefore falls
iuio tue nanus or nor owners or strangers or
rivor thieves. It is the Marshal's duty upon tho
termination of liis custody to replace her in the possessionot the party from whoso possession he took
her. An admiralty suit in rem proceedings In proper
course is a suit against all the world. uKaiust whoeverhas or claims to have any interest in the vessel,
and where the proper notice is given, including the
publication of notice to all persons interested to interveneaccording to tho rules and practice of the
court, ull persons who do not appear are in default,
uud a claimant who does not appear and give
bond for value, or under tho act* of 184^
for double the amount of llbellant's claim, and
whose light to iutorveno as claimant is not challenged,is'to be held by acquiescence to be the party
entitled to the possession. In this case, if publicationhud been made and the default of all persona
not appearing had been entered, Crowley could not
dispute the right of the cluimaut Hawkins to the
possession of the vessel upon the discharge of the
urrest. But, publication having boon made, the
libellant cannot now dispute Hawkins' claim.
In conclusion, tho Court thinks that tho order
of the Court for tho release ot tho vessel has not
been duly executed. Tho Marshal ought uot to
have withdrawn bis keeper after a party who had
been admitted to appear aud board tho vessel, and
who had exhibited to him the order for her release,
had been excluded from the ship. It is, therefore
competent for tho Court to order the Marshal to retakethe vessel us under his original process if tho
order for her relouse has not been duly executed.
The Court so orderod, laavlug all disputed points to
be brought before the Court on tho tostimony of tho
case.

MME. WESTELL'S LAWYER
When tho late Mrs. Ann Lehman, otherwise

known as Mme. Hostell, was arrested on a charge of
hoing an abortionist and indicted by the Grand Jury,
8110 retained as ncrr counsel nr. uriauuo l,. Stewart,
paying him $250 retaining fee, mil giving to lnui In
addition a certificate of deposit on the Shoo and
Leather Bank for (10,000 for disbursements and contingentfco on her acquittal and discharge. Four days
later Mine, lieatell committed suicide, which of
courso terminated all procoodings against her. Tho
executors of Mmo. llestell havo instituted proceedingsagainst Mr. Stewart to recover tho amount of
the certificate, uud through their couuael obtained
in the Supreme Court au order to show cause why
he should not pay to thorn this sum. Tho petition
upon which the order was granted details a history
ot the transactions connected with Mine, ltostell's
arrest, including the j>ayment by her ot $100 a day
to the officer having her in charge, on his
not taking her to prison pending obtaining
bull, and other facts heretofore tally published. Tho
petition further states that when Mine, liontoll gavo
the tun thousand dollar certificate to her counsel
she was in such a condition of mental exciteminit as
not to know wliut she was about. Mr. Stewaix, In
an uuswcriug affidavit, gives at lougth his aide of
the story, llo says that he only consented in the
first placo to uct as her counsel on condition
that she should abandon tho business in
wh.ch she was then employed and make
no appearance in the street with her
accustomed carriage and livery. He adds in this
connection that having been in the business forty
years and frequently arrested, she fully comprehendedthe peril or her position and the nucosslty
of large disbursements of money. Tho certificate
ho alleges lie placed in the bauds ef a third party
and subsequently paid trom it $0,025 disbursements,
including $1,025 paid to two assistant counsel,bo louiuing the remainder us recompensefcr his own services. There was a
lengthy argument in the matter yesterday before
Judge Barrett, in Supreme Court, Chambers, the executorsof Mine, hostell's will being represented by
Messrs. J. llullock Drake aud J. S. Millard, aud Mr.
Stewart appearing on his own behalf, aided by hia
partner, Mr. Vickuy. The urgumeut was at times
quite heated, hut no new lu its additional to those
already given were stated. It was simply
claimed by tlie executors that Mrs, Lohiuau
having committed suicide so soon utter employing
jit', muwuri, iuu ^t.»i [itm uiiu M ruwiuii^ mo

was ample compensation lor his services and any
additional charges improper and extortionate. Mr.
Ktowart, on tlie contrary, claims tiiat IiIh labor*
in tint caac were unremitting and required ureal
professional skill aiul cure, and that lxor committing
Hiiicido did not lesson his right to tiro contingent tee.
The question, an will be (teen, la rather a
novel one. uud the deciaion in the cave will be
wutched with interest. Another phase in the case
la the pendency of a auit brought by Mr. Stewart
against the executor for $1H,<XM> in payment for
services rendered by lrtui to the estate since Miuo.
Heatoll's death. Mr* Mtewart suys that the institutionor the present proceedings was instigated by
his bringing this suit.

UNCLE SAMS SAILOBS ON SIIOKE.
"He gave a hitch to his trousers, which is a trick

all seaiucn loaru".that Is, John II. OrltUn, in full
man-of-warsiu'an's rig, performed that traditional
opcrutlou yesterday intoning when ho was placod at
the bar of the Court of tleneral Sessions before
Judge Uildorsleeve on a charge of grand larocny.
Ho was accused of purloining from ono Patrick
lJurns. s horse dealer from Boston, tho sum of
$1,40U. (irifllu, wiio belonged to the United States
steamer Powhatan, got "liberty" and took in tow
bis friend John Vucder, of tne United .states ateaiuer
Colorado. They steered toward the city, and with
tho helm working on its own accouut they got
adrift but managed to haul up at No. '11
Pell strict, where Mr. llurus had gone to
visit some of his relatives, among them his
uruumr uuiiih, mio »«» mxo III llll' navy. 1110 OIU
man liiirua, the homo dealer, ami, Indeed, from the
evidence diacloxod in tlio Court of General SeKxlune,
ail haudM indulged pretty freely in boor, aud the roauitw«i 'ft general jollification, liuriift, with hlft
$1,400, lay oil a Umngo and felt nomobnily tugging
at liift breaxt. When no uwnko hlft wallet wan gone.Griffin had dixappcarcd, and xuxpicion falling on
hiiu ho wan arrexted while near tho Navy Yard. The
aceiiMvd denied all knowledge of tho larceny, averringthat ho lolt tho hnttao bocuuxo ho had aoeu a
friend In tho Htroot. Tho jury acquitted hint,

COltNET 80L01ST8.
Two young men while utrolling up the Bowery

panned in front of shnwcuao containing luttalcal
luatrumoutii. Tho hilling corneta on exhibition
ooetnod to arreat their attention. l'oxxtbly realialng
a fortune In the proapoctivu from exerclaing their
luuga on thla tavorite inatrument, ono of tho ndmlrora,fully equipped with tlio neceaanry Itnplemciitfi,opened the caae and quietly nppropriatod two
of tho moat valuable iuatruliionta. Their porforniauce,liowovcr, wna not unuotlcod, for a neighbor
who wltno'.aod tho ovorturo followed, thetn along
the llowory whero tlicy were brought to
a full atop by nn officer. The nanioe of
the two young tnon wore Ohariea Willlama
ml H. Lo Mairc, and the ahowcaxe doepoiled waa

that of William Moenlg, No. ihH Uowory. Le Maire
uiauagod to eacape, but wu aubaaquently over-

hauled, and, on pleading guilty lu tho Court of GeneralSessions, was sentenced to two yeais' imprison*
in cut. Williams, a somewhat braaou fellow, pro-,tested his innocence und demanded a trial, tluspitethe fact that a valuable ooruet was found under his
coat. His plausible story when on the wituess
staud yesterday, in the Court ot General Sessions,to the effect that his companion asked him to carrythe atoieu instrument, was not believed, and thejury returned a verdict of guilty. Judge Gilder.sleeve sent him to tho State Prison for threo years.

SUMMARY OF LAW CASES.
A discharge in bankruptcy was granted yesterday,

in tlio United States District Court, by Judge Choutct
to M. C. Mouahau.
Jobu Williams, Indicted in the United States Cir

cult Court for passiug counterfeit $5 notes on th«
National State Bauk of Troy, was brought up foi ,
trial yesterday before Judge Benedict. Tue jury r»
turned u verdict of guilty, and the prisoner was remantledfor seutouce.
Joseph Couroy, jointly indicted with John Jordanand Charles llafferty for the killing of John Gal-

lagber ou tho lrfthot July last iu front of the lions#No. UW West Sixteenth street, was yesterday fouudguilty in the Court of Gouoral Sessions of manslaughterin tho third degree. The verdict was
somewhat a surprise, and iu sentencing the prisoner
Judge Cowing observed that the Jury had exhausted
all the mercy that could be extended iu view of all
the circumstances of the ease. The rull penalty of
the law.four yeara In .State Prison.was imposed.
Judge Wostbrooli yesterday dismissed the suit of

habeas corpus recently granted in the case of tho %members of tho Hungarian Cadet Hand at tho iustanceof the Society for tho Prevention of Cruelty
to Childreu iu proceedings instituted against (Justav
Ainberg and Joseph Weber, mauugors of the band,
which was then giving performances at the Atlantic
Garden. The writ was dismissed ou the stipulation
that the boys shall not perform iu public until they
are sixteen years old. Meantime the youths are reniaudodto tho custody of Messrs. Ainberg Jfe Weber,
but with tho uiuterstaudiug that if tho stipulation
is not carried out they shall again be given in churga
of tho society. Tho criminal pro. oudings against
Messrs. Ainberg & Weber have also been dismissed.

COURT CALENDARS-THIS DAY.
Rni'SKMK OocitT.CuAUiii'ius.Hold by Judge Barrett..Nos.21, Ho. 91), 110, WJ, 148, 171), 18-1, 183, 188,

11)5, 198, 203, 224, 226. 245. 251, 273. 282, 21)2, 308, 310,
312, 313, 314, 317, 318. 321, 320, 328, 321).
Supuemk Oouirr.(Jkkklul Teum.Held by PresidingJudge Davis aud Judges Brady andIngalle..Nos.

210, 232, 237, 239, 240, 211. 243, 249, 24G. 247, 248, 241),
260, 251, 252, 253. 254. 293, 250, 17'!, 191, 200.
Sui'UKMU Couirr.Spkoiai, Teum.Hold by Judge

Vau Vorst..Law and luct.Nos. l'JO, 257, 270, 208,
273, 178, 234, 269, 113, 05, 80, 84, 125, 102, 140, 104,
107, 187, 190, 225, 210, 215, 71), 210, 271.
Sninvvi' ('hunt I'mnitT'i.1U.,l#l

Douohue..Nob. 107:2, 161!), 1527, 210 If, 103d, 1030,
1-115, 12*15, 1060, 1069, 1736, 1230, 1290, 1291, 1292,
1602, 770, 1103, 95, 1422, 1124, 1420, 1427, 1428,
1429, 1430, 1431, 1432, 1433, 1434, 1435, 1430, 1437,
1438, 1439, 1440, 1441, 1442, 1143, 1444, 1445, 1440,
1117, 1448, 1449, 1450, 1431, 1452, 1453. Part 2.
lielii by Judge Lawrence..Nos. 1012,393, 070, 1145,
1334, 1027, 1134. 1238 , 941, 730, 1175. 1329, 1332, 1338,
1339, 1341, 1350, 975. 1138, 1141. 1140.1149, 1153, 1185,
740, 992, 1327, 1399, 1400, 1401, 1402, 1403, 1404, 1405, I
1400, 1407, 1408, 1409. 1410, 1411, 1412, 1413, 1414, 1415, I
1410, 1417, 1418, 1419, 1420, 1421. I'art 3.Held by
Judge Vail llruut.Nos. 749, 2137, 2095, 1588. 1454,
1455, 1450, 1457, 1458. 1459, 1400, 1401, 1402, 1403, 1404,
146.5, 1400, 1407, 1408, 1409, 1170, 1471, 1472, 1173, 1474,
1475, 1470, 1477, 1478, 1479, 1480, 1181, 1482, 1483, 1484,
1485, 1480, 1487, 1488, 1489, 1490, 1491, 1492, 1493, 1194.
1495, 1490, 1497, 1498, 1499, 1503.
Superior Cocut.General Term..Adjourned

sine die.
Superior Court.Special Term..Hold by Judga

Froedwan..Nos. 55, 51, 58, 77, 73, 78, 79, 80, 88, 54.
71, 43. 2. 32. 17. 70. 72, 94, 95, 90, 97.
Superior Court.Tuial Term.Part 1.Held by

Judge Sedgwick..(Jose on, No. 338, Hoffman vs. Nev»
York Central and II mlsou ltivcr ltuilroad Company.
No day calendar. Part 2.Hold by Judge Hpoir..Nob.
298, 346, 307. 451, 454, 513, 524, 52.5. 448, 457, 551, 553,
555,588, 593, 245, 179, 329, 449, 514, 521, 343, 752, 501,
351, 443, 512, 515. Part 3.Held by Chlof Justine
Curtis..Nos. 98, 109, 141, 358, 4i7, 430. 490, 499, 501,
503, 505.
Common Pleas.General Term..Adjourned tin*

die.
Common - Pleas.Special Term.Held by Judga

Beach..Nos. 4, 0, 17.
Common Pleas.Equity Term.Held bv Judge J.

F. Daly..Nos. 8, 30. 31, 11, 35, 10, 13, -24, 3*
Common Pleas.Tuial Term.Part 1.Hold by Chief

Justice 11. P. Dalv..Nos. 1744. 880. 1071. 1077. 1844.
1UU, 1078, 810, 10J0, 3351, 315, 1030, 1150, 1157, 1138.
Part 2.Hold by Judgo Larroiuoro..Now. 1092, 1032,
1003, 110J, 841, lu80, 1147, 1148, 1140, 1100, 1161, 1152,
1103, 1154, 1105.
Maiumk Court.Trial Term.Part 1.Hold by

Judgo Goopp..Nos. 7, 3000.S,, 442, 2405. 105. 100.
3270)4, 243, 208, 209. 274. 285, 281). 3331, 304. Part
2.Adjourned until November 3. Part 3.Held by
J uilne Sheridan..Nob. 30. 150, 250. 3258, 183, 130, 143,
3270,170, 3211, 297, 2S>9, 300, 302, 303.
Court ov General Sessions.Part 1.Held by

Judge Cowing..The People vs. Lawrence Spellino,
telonioua assault aud battery; Same vs. Michael
Muluuey, felonious assault aud battery; Same vs.
David Hums tocher, felonious assault aud battery;
Same vs. Pierce Caray, felonious assault aud battory;
Same vs. James McNally, graud larceny; Same vs.
William Kuuueally, graud larcuny; Satne vs. Marks
Nahou, graud larceny; Saute vs. Thomas Williams,
larceuy from person; Same vs. Goorgo Mitchell,
lorceuy from person; Same vs. Cornelius Lyuch,
grand larcuny. Part 2.Held by Judge Gildersleeve..
The People vs. Seymour Brewster, assault aud battory;Sauto vs. William Connors, aasault and battory;Same vs. Johu Loo, burglary; Same vs. Potov
Day, burglary; Same vs. Johu Stark, burglary; Sams
vs. John Druldy, burglary; Same vs. Henry Sahold,
graud larceuy; Same vs. Otto Alex, graud larcuny;
Same vs. William Mattzur, graud larceny.
United States District Coubt.Held by Judge

Choatc..S. Groeumunu vs. Stuaiubost Narragunsott;
J. J. McGlunis vs. Steamboat G. A. Hoyt; S. Kroamor
vs. Steamboat lturitau; J. E. llrett ot al. vs. Bark
Eugenia; J. 11. Mauuiug vs. Steamtug Grace Fee; J,
Grady vs. Bark E. Albro: .A. Merollo vs. William
linger «t al.; Tradesmen's Insurance Company vs.
Steamtug U. S. Grant, &c.; J. G. Unucvehr vs. Ship
Hindoo; H. Fleming vs. Stoamship StaiuclllTe.

COUBT OF APPEALS.
Albany, N. Y. Oot. 14. 1879.

T.. nAM.4 tlnn Ua«CA»<1 V.
xu vuut b ui ai>pu»io.yi oavui>, IUU uratv«w *m

Church, Chief J uatico, and associates.
DECISIONS HANDED DOWN.

Hook, trustee, vs. Pratt, executor; Harrison vs.

Wllkiu; Burt vs. The brewers and Maltsters' InsuranceCompany; Juilliard vs. Fraucklyn; People ox
rel. Joyce vs. Brundoge..Judgment affirmod, with
costs.
Down vs. McGourkoy..Judgment affirmed, withoutcosts of appeal to thin Court.
Bartow vs. Tho People..Judgment of Gonoral

Term and of Oyor and Terminer reversed, and now
trial ordorud lu Oyer and Terminer.
White vs. Miller..Judgment of General Term reversedand judgment on verdict uiodined by deductingtherefrom the sum of $1,277 49, and as modified

affirmed, without costs to either party as against the
other upon the apposl to tho General Term and to
this Court.
Pareous vs. Brown..Tho Court being divided on

the question of fact, leave is granted to tho appellantto withdraw the appeal and go to a new trial;
costs to abide ovent.

in the matter of the Kings County Elevated lullwayCompany..Tho ordor of the General Term refusingto vacate the ordor of tho confirmation reversedand such order vacated, and tho case remittedto the Gonoral Term for decision upon tho
motion lor confirmation, and the appeal from tho
order of confirmation dismissed; neither party to
recover costs upon tho appoal to this Court.
lu tho matter of the receivership of tho Guardian

Savings Institution; Gill vs. thu Same; in the matter
of widoning Carlton street (lu Buffalo); Pratt vs.
Otis..Ordor affirmed, with costs.
Fishur vs. Horsey..Appeal dismissed, with costs.
Tho Ucrculcs Mutual Lire Assuranco Society vs.

Uriuker..Motion tor roargumont denied, without
costs.

MOTIONS.
The Knickerbocker Lito lusuranco Company vs.

Kelson; tho Steuben County Bank vs. Alborgcr..
Motion for rcargumeut. Submitted.
In the matter of the application of the Now Yorl

Central and Hudson llivor llallroad Company to aoUtilroloutls..Motion to amoiul remittitur. 8. P.
Nash for liiotiou; Jolin K. liurroll opposed.

(Jolstou va. Shields..Mottou to aiuuud remittitur.
J. J. Perry for motion; George C. lllaulto opposed.

AWXALS FUOM ononis.
No. Ml. The People ex rol. George l)nkIn, appek

laut, vs. John llyrnu, respondent..Submitted.
No. 4(18. John Connolly, roapoudeut, va. George F,

Krctz, implead oil, 4c., appellant. .Submitted.
No. 804 mid No. 3M. The Union Trust Company,

respondent, va. Augiiatua 8. Wbltoii, appollnut (two
caaoa)..Argued by ltobert F. Little fur appellant;
ltufiin W. Peckham tor roapoudeut.

No. 406. The People ex rul. John (Julgloy, appellant,
va. The Hoard of Pollco Comuilealonora of the Troy
City Police, respondents..Argued by M. H. Myers
for appcllaut; It. A. Pariiionter tor roepondenta.

No. 407. Harriet C. Kuapp, nppuiiuut, va. The
Northwestern Mutual Lilo Insurance Company, respondent..Arguedby C. T. llartlett for appellant;
w. F. Coggawell for mspoudunt.
No. 498. William W. ltlder, appellant, va. John II.

Hasluy, Jr., asalgiioo, Ac., roapoudeut..Paaaod.
No. 4011. Caleb E. Whltakor, respondent, va. Tha

Imperial Skirt Manufacturing Company, appek
luut..Submitted.
No. 478. Daniel 11. Hatch and others, respondents,

vs. The Central National lluuk, appellant..Argued by
johti E. Uurrell for appcllaut; William 8tauloy tor
respuudeiits.
No. 478. George Kolluni and otliora, respondents,

vs. William A. Durfoo. and others, appellants..Argued by ltobert p. itonedlet for appellants; ErastusCooke for respoudents.
No. 477. George H. Marvin, respondent, vs. Lograud

Marvin, appellant..Submitted.
No. 414. Albert It. lligga, respondent, va. Fredarlo

Muydoll and others, appellants..Arguod by N. 11.
Hoxlo for appellants, uuil J. lloury Cook for roapondent.
No. 4UJ. The People ex rel. Washington H.

Kansom, appellants, vs. tho Hoard of Supervisors of
the County of Niagara, respondents..Submitted.
No. 403. Amanda Al. Hentley, appellant, vs. Chartee

Waterman, aduilulatrator, Ac., respondent..Submitted.
Proclamation made and Court adjourned to November10, 1870.
The next motion dajr will be Tuesday, Novamber

U, 1#70.

»


